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least thing brought forward escapes his notice, the necessity of the
conclusions is lost; and on many matters which, nevertheless, should
he specially noted, it often scarcely touches, because they are clear
to anyone who gives sufficient attention to them.

Synthesis contrariwise employs an opposite procedure, one in
which the search goes as it were from effect to cause1 (though
often here the proof itself is from cause to effect to a greater extent
than in the former case). It does indeed clearly demonstrate its
conclusions, and it employs a long series of definitions, postulates,
axioms, theorems and problems, so that if one of the conclusions
that follow is denied, it may at once be shown to be contained in
what has gone before. Thus the reader, however hostile and
obstinate, is compelled to render his assent. Yet this method is
not so satisfactory as the other and does not equally well content
the eager learner, because it does not show the way in which the
matter taught was discovered.

It was this synthesis alone that the ancient Geometers employed
in their writings, not because they were wholly ignorant of the
analytic method, but, in my opinion, because they set so high."
a value on it that they wished to keep it to themselves as an
important secret.

But I have used in my Meditations only analysis, which is the
best and truest method of teaching. On the other hand synthesis,
doubtless the method you here ask me to use, though it very
suitably finds a place after analysis in the domain of geometry,
nevertheless cannot so conveniently be applied to these metaphysical
matters we are discussing.

For there is this difference between the two cases, viz. that the
primary notions that are the presuppositions of geometrical proofs
harmonize with the use of our senses, and are readily granted by all.
Hence, no difficulty is involved in this case, except in the proper
deduction of the consequences. But this may be performed by people
of all sorts, even by the inattentive, if only they remember what has
gone before; and the minute subdivisions of propositions is designed
for the purpose of rendering citation easy and thus making people
recollect even against their will.

On the contrary, nothing in metaphysics causes more trouble,
than the making the perception of its primary notions clear and
distinct. For, though in their own nature they are as intelligible as,

1 tanquam a posteriori quaesitam.
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